Serial No. 10/685,515 Atty. Docket No. 249/255 DIV 

Amendment dated April 10, 2006 In Connection with Concurrently filed RCE 

REMARKS 

Prior to entry of this amendment, claims 6-10, 12 and 14-21 are currently pending in the 
subject application. By the present amendment, claims 6, 8 and 12 have been amended, claims 7 
and 19 have been cancelled and claims 22-24 have been added. Claims 6 and 12 are 
independent. 

As no Notice of Appeal was filed in connection with the present application, the previous 
amendment under 37 C.F.R. § 1.116 has been considered not entered. 

Applicants request the Examiner, in connection with the next Office action, to indicate 
the acceptability of the drawings filed on October 16, 2003. 

Claims 6, 8-10, 12, 14-18 and 20-24 are presented to the Examiner for further or initial 
consideration on the merits. 

A. . Introduction 

In the outstanding Office action, the Examiner rejected claims 6, 12, 15 and 18 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 4,871,417 to Nishizawa et al. 
(hereinafter "the Nishizawa et al. reference"), rejected claims 6, 10, 12, 14, 17 and 20-21 under 
35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by WO-99/16109 to Mertens et al. (hereinafter "the 
Mertens et al. reference"), and rejected claims 7-10, 14, 16-17 and 19-21 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) as being unpatentable over the Nishizawa et al. reference in view of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,178,973 to Franca et al. (hereinafter "the Franca et al. reference"). 

B. Asserted Anticipation Rejection of Claims 6, 12, 15 and 18 

In the outstanding Office action, the Examiner rejected claims 6, 12, 15 and 18 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by the Nishizawa et al. reference. Claims 6 and 12 have 
been amended to more clearly recite the present invention, including incorporating language 
present in original claims 7 and 19. Therefore, the rejection of these claims will be addressed 
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below with reference to the rejection of claims 7 and 19. As claims 7 and 19 were not subject to 

this anticipation rejection, it is respectfully submitted that this rejection is obviated by their 

incorporation into the independent claims. 

C. Asserted Anticipation Rejection of Claims 6, 10, 12, 14. 17 and 20-21 

In the outstanding Office action, the Examiner rejected claims 6, 10, 12, 14, 17 and 20-21 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by the Mertens et al. reference. This rejection is 
respectfully traversed for at least the reasons set forth below. Again, as claims 7 and 19 were not 
subject to this anticipation rejection, it is respectfully submitted that this rejection is obviated by 
their incorporation into the independent claims. 

D. Asserted Obviousness Rejection of Claims 7-10, 14, 16-17 and 19-21 

In the outstanding Office action, the Examiner rejected claims 7-10, 14, 16-17, and 19-21 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over the Nishizawa et al. reference in view of the 
Franca et al. reference. This rejection is respectfully traversed for at least the reasons set forth 
below. 

Claims 6 recites, in part: 

an antipollution plate mounted between a lower part of the 
focusing lens and a upper part of the nozzle for preventing the 
focusing lens from being polluted by the cleaning solution. 

Claim 12 recites, in part: 

providing an antipollution plate between the nozzle and the 
focusing lens to prevent the cleaning solution from reaching the 
focusing lens. 

The Examiner relied on the Franca et al. reference for teaching the antipollution plate. 
The Office Action Made Final dated January 9, 2006, pp. 5-6. While the Franca et al. reference 
may disclose a quartz window 52, this quartz window is on an ozone generation chamber 12 in 
which the optical condensing means is located. The quartz window is used correct for aberration 
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introduced by the optical condensing means. While, as shown in FIG. 1 A of the Franca et al. 

reference, a quartz window 7 may be between the optical condensing means and a work surface 

6, since the light is to be focused within the ozone generating chamber itself, the quartz window 

clearly cannot protect the optical condensing means from the ozone. Finally, the Franca et al. 

reference is directed to an apparatus for ozone generation, and does not provide any solution, i.e., 

a chemical substance dissolved in a liquid, from which the quartz window can protect the optical 

condensing means. Thus, it is respectfully submitted that claims 6 and 12 now further defines 

the present invention over the combination of the Nishizawa et al. reference and the Franca et al. 

reference 

The remaining pending claims depend from respective ones of claims 6 and 12. 
Therefore, it is respectfully requested that this rejection be withdrawn. 

E. New Claims 22-24 

Claims 22-24 have been added to recite additional limitations to the method of claim 12. 
Support for these claims may be found, for example, in the last sentence of paragraph [0020] of 
the original specification. 

F. Conclusion 

Since the cited prior art references neither anticipate nor render obvious the subject 
invention as presently claimed, applicants respectfully submit that claims 6, 8-10, 12, 14-18 and 
20-24 are now in condition for allowance, and a notice to that effect is respectfully requested. 

If the Examiner believes that additional discussions or information might advance the 
prosecution of the instant application, the Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned at the 
telephone number listed below to expedite resolution of any outstanding issues. 
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In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, reconsideration of this application is 

earnestly solicited, and an early and favorable further action upon all the claims is hereby 

requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Lee & Morse, p.c. 



Date: April 10, 2006 




Lee & Morse, p.c. 

1101 Wilson Boulevard, Suite 2000 

Arlington, VA 22209 

703.525.0978 TEL 

703.525.4265 fax 

PETITION and 
DEPOSIT ACCOUNT CHARGE AUTHORIZATION 

This document and any concurrently filed papers are believed to be timely. Should any extension of the term be 
required, applicant hereby petitions the Director for such extension and requests that any applicable petition fee be 
charged to Deposit Account No. 50-1645 . 

If fee payment is enclosed, this amount is believed to be correct. However, the Director is hereby authorized to 
charge any deficiency or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 50-1645 . 

Any additional fee(s) necessary to effect the proper and timely filing of the accompanying-papers may also be 
charged to Deposit Account No. 50-1645 . 
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